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Maxx xu. 24, 25, Ge. 
And 7 ESU anſwering, ſaid unto them, Do ye not 


therefore err, becauſe ye know not the Scriptures, net- 
ther the Power of GOD? 


For when they ſhall riſe from the Dead, they neither 


marry nor are given in Marriage ; but are as the 
Angels which are in Heaven. 


And as TOUCHING THE DEAD, THAT THEY RISE, HAVE 
YE NOT READ IN THE Book OF Mosks, 3 in the 


Buſh GOD ſpake unto him, ſaying, I am the GOD 


of Abraham, 2 the GOD of Iſaac, and the GOD 


of Jacob? 


He is not the GOD of the Dead, but the GOD of the 


' Livins; ye therefore do greatly err. 


N a former Diſcourſe upon theſe Words I propoſed to prove, 
„ 'That future Rewards and Puniſhments were the Sanctions 
© of the Moſaic Diſpenſation;“ and it was ſhewn in the firſt 


Place, from the Reaſon of the Thing,” and from the Scriptures of | 
the NewTeſtament, that the Doctrine of a future State was Au 


by Moſes, and KNowN by the Jews — The ſecond Point then 


laid down, which is the Matter of our preſent Enquiry, 1 is this — 


«© THAT the Doctrine of a future State actually is to be found in, 


and doth make a very great Part of, the Writings of Moſes ; the 


Obligation to obſerve every Law, Rite and Ceremony being in. 


oh forced upon the Sanctions of future Rewards and Puniſhments.” 
I. Anp here two Things are aſſerted, viz. ** hat the Dofrine 


«© of a future State actually i is to be found i in, and doll) make a very 


great Part of the Writings of Moſes.” And this I ſhall prove by 
producing theſe Texts from Moſes, wherein he expreſly mentions it. 
II. Taz other Thing aſſerted is, that the Obligation to ob- 
& ſerve every Law, Rite, and Ceremony, is inforced by Moles 


upon the Sanctious of future Rewards and Puniſhments.” And 


this I ſhall prove from theſe Texts, wherein he expreſly declares, 
that theſe were the Sanctions of ALL his Laws. 

AND in order to clear up the Truth of theſe two Aſſertions, no 
other Method can be taken, but to mention the very Words of 
Moſes, and to ſhew what they expreſs intelligibly, and without a 
Figure: For che View in which I ſhall conſider che Paſſages cited 
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from him is this — ©* The Rites and Services of the Moſaic Law 
„ prefigured what CHRIST was to DO and SUFFER for the 
Salvation of Mankind.“ This is a Point which cannot be debated _ 
among, Chriſtians, but that the Jews underſtood them in this Senſe 
hath been denied. In what Manner then a future State was con- 
tained under the Types, will not be the Subject of our preſent En- 
quiry ; not becauſe Arguments drawn from thence would be in- 
concluſive, but becauſe it would be more ſatisfactory and to the 
Purpoſe to prove, That there are ſuch plain and expreſs Paſſages in 
«© Moſes, which treat of a future State, and of future Rewards and 
« Puniſhments, that no Jew who underſtood Moſes's Writings, could 
% poſſibly be ignorant of theſe Doctrines. With this View then let 
us conſult the living Oracles of GOD. And 

I. Tux firſt Text I ſhall produce is from Gen. ii. 7. And the 
Lord God formed Man of the Duſt of the Ground, and breathed into 
his Noſtrils the Breath of Life; and Man became a living Soul. Here 
the Holy Spirit hath purpoſely treated of the Nature and Union of 
Soul and Body — He hath revealed that Man was made up of 
two Parts — He hath deſcribed the Original of each — and 
<< the effential Attributes in which they differed.” The Original 


of the Body of Adam is ſaid to be of the Duſt of the Ground; the 


Soul had a different Original. and was created by the Father of 
Spirits — the one was formed out of Matter, and was a living 
Animal — the other, which the Lox D Gop breathed or infuſed 
into Adam, was produced by his immediate creative Act, and 
was an immaterial and immortal Soul. Now theſe two Attributes 
diſtinguiſh the Soul from the Body, the Diſtinction between them 
_ conſiſting ch1efly in theſe two Things; that the Soul is not material, 
and is not mortal, And how could the Holy Spirit, when he pur- 
Poſely deſcribed the different Nature of Soul and Body, make the 
DisrINcTION Without mentioning the Attributes of DirrtR- 
"ENCE? As the Reaſon of the Thing proves this could not be 

done, ſo neither was it done. For . V 
II. Tux Immortality of the Soul is in this Text expreſly re- 
vealed. By Immortality I mean, that the Soul doth not ceaſe 
pPererii Comm. in Gen. Ludg. 1599, Pp. 425. © Non eſt dubitandum ex his 
< paucis Verbis quibus Moſes Creationem Anime rationalis indicavit demon- 
«© ftrari & probari poſſe Animam Hominis efſe 1MMorTALEM, quod etiam mul- 
<« tifariam hoc Libro & aliis ſuis Libris Moſes ſignificavit.“ L. Marii Comm. 
in Bibl. Col. 1621, p. 23. © Infpiravit,” additur hoc ſpeciatim poſt deſcri- 
ptam Corporis Formationem, ut indicetur Animam humanam non educi ex Ma- 
teria inſtar aliarum Formarum ſed extrinſecus advenire a Deo, adeoq; immortalem 
eſſe, & Corpore independentem. ſe 25 
N to 
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© to exiſt with the Body; but when the Animal Frame is diſ- 


<< ſolved, it continues ſtill in the full Enjoyment of all its Fa- 


s culties, and as ſuſceptible of Pleaſure and Pain in a future State 
& as it was in the preſent.” And this Immortality is here plainly 
expreſſed : For the Word rendered LIE is in the Original * plu- 
ral t [Kim], and uſed here by the Holy Spirit, not merely for 


the Idiom of the Language; becauſe, whatever be the Idiom of 


other Languages, it is the undoubted Idiom of the Sacred Lan- 
guage to repreſent Things As THEY ARE, which it cannot do, if 
it were to expreſs an Attribute of Unity by a Word carrying in it 
the Idea of Plurality; and not uſed for want of a ſingular Noun, 
becauſe it frequently occurs in the ſingular Number: But it is 
here uſed to expreſs an Attribute which diſtinguiſhed the Soul from 
the Body; for the Text ſays, that the Body had but LIFE or was 
LIVING, in Diſtinction to the Soul which had Lives. Now 
the Soul which hath Lives, muſt of neceſſity have more than 
ONE — the preſent Life can be but one — therefore the Soul hath 


another Life — and another Life being not the preſent, muſt of 
neceſſity be a future — and a future Life, or the Souls continuing 


to exiſt after the Diſſolution of the Body, being what is meant by 
the Immortality of the Soul; in this Text therefore it is, as expreſly 


as Words can ſpeak, revealed, that the Soul of Man is IM Mo- 
TAL. And how could the Holy Spirit have laid this Doctrine 
open to the Jews in a plainer Manner than by revealing, that 


the Soul which the LoRD Gop breathed or infuſed into the Body 


of Adam, was not made up of frail Materials, and liable to be 


diffolved ; but did continue to exiſt after its Separation? And 
whilſt the Jeros underſtood their own Language, how could they 
be ignorant of a Doctrine laid open to them in ſo plain a Manner? 
And 5 N 
III. Bzs1Dts this Reaſoning drawn from the Meaning of the 


= Gen. xxiii. 1. $ Crit. Sacr. Tom. i. p. 36. Fagius. Et flavit in Nares, 


Cc. Tria ergo hic ſunt quæ Animæ 1MMORTALITATEM ſtatuunt————— 


« 3. Vocabulum mn [ Hajim]— ut quidant volunt, præſentis & futuri 


ſeculi Vitam. quod folum Anime Hominis competit, defignat. Eft igitur 
K vn -D [ Nifpmath Haj im]. Flatus ſeu ſpiritus divinus, cæleſtis, im- 
K mortalis, ac æternum durans; quibus Vocibus pulchre diſcernit inter Animam 
Hominis immortalem, & AnimamBrutorum animantium, &c. 9 H. Maius, 
de AÆconomid Temporum Vet. Teſt. 1706, p. 152. Spiraculum vITARUM dicitur 


quia omnem Vitam conferebat, non tantüm temporalem & corporalem, qualem 


etiam Beſtiæ habent, ſed etiam zternam ; ut pridem multi Vocis Plurative vim 


exprimere ſunt conati. 
Gen. i. 20, 30. 5 xlit, 15, 16. 5 Lev. xi, 10, c. 
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Words, there is an infallible Authority which hath fixed their 
Meaning, and thereby unanſwerably proved, that the Reaſoning 
drawn from them is juſt, St. Peter, ſpeaking by the fame Spirit 
of Gop which ſpake in Moſes, hath proved, that David foretold 
the Reſurrection of CHRIST when he ſaid, Thou ſhalt not leave my 
Soul in Hell, neither ſhalt thou ſuffer thy Holy One to ſee Corruption, 
And then it immediately follows; Thou ſhalt ſhew me the Path 
of LIVES. Now, in conſequence of CHRIST's not ſeeing Cor- 
ruption, he was to be ſhewn the Path of Lives ; and therefore 
the Word Lives here manifeſtly includes that Life which CHRIST 


entered upon when he roſe from the Dead — and this was certainly 


an immortal Life : For they who are accounted worthy to obtain a 
future World and the Reſurrettion of the DEAD, cannot die any 
more. And conſequently this is an infallible Proof, that the Word 
Kim is expreſſive of Immortality. 

IV. Bur further, the Expreſſion doth not only declare, that 
there is another State beſides this in which the Soul will exiſt ; 
bur it alſo juſtifies the latter Part of the Definition, that the 
Soul will be as ſuſceptible of Pleaſure and Pain in a future State 
das it was in the preſent : ? For certainly to have Life in the pro- 

per Senſe of the Word, is to have what always attends Life, 


_ Senſation — Life and Senfation are Ideas inſeparably united; ſo 
that whatever Being the one is predicated of, the other is of ne- 


ceſſity implied — and whatever hath Senſation, muſt alſo have 
either Pleaſure or Pain; for Pleaſure and Pain are only Words 
which ſtand for our Ideas of certain Senſations. The Holy Spirit 
then aſſerts, that the Soul lives when ſeparated from the Body. 


Now it is abſurd to ſuppoſe the Soul living, and yet neither ſenſible 


of Pleaſure or Pain; and therefore, he hath by this Aſſertion ex- 
preſly revealed, that the Soul exiſts in a future State of Pleaſure 
and Pain, i. e. of Rewards and Puniſhments. 


From theſe Reaſons then it is evident, that the Holy Spirit hath 


in this Text expreſly revealed the Immortality of the Soul, and a 
future State; and this is abundantly confirmed from what is after- 
wards revealed concerning Immortality. Among the other Inſti- 


Gen. i. 9. tutions in * Eden, the Spirit of Gop hath mentioned the Tree of 


* Lorinus in Act. Apoſ. p. 96. Act. iv. v. 28. © Notas mibi fecifti Semitas 
« Vite, c.“ De Reſurrectione loquitur, & Glorificatione Corporis & Vita 
immortali, ad quam ante Chriſtum nemo reſurrexerat, nemo noverat, hoc eſt, 
expertus fuerat. Id in Pſal. 1 vol. p. 207. Chriſtus autem multo magis ſub 
Perſona David ſignificat demonſtratas uni ſibi Vias a Patre, Rationeſque quibus & 
ple & ſui obtinere Inunortalitatem beatam ne tum Corporis tum Animæ, &c. 
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ſtroyed, and the Ideas conveyed by the one of the other would be 


2 Capelli Comm. p. 320. Vitæ Arbor dicta videtur, non quod extraordinarid 
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Lives [vn] © which was a Sacrament inſtituted to be the Ear. i 
* neſt and Pledge of eteryal Life” — It was a Sacrament : Be- i 
cauſe the Virtue attributed to it could not be naturally inherent in | |. 
it, but muſt have depended ſolely on the Power of the Inſtitutor i 
— And it was ©. inſtituted to be the Earneſt and Pledge of eter- | 
nal Life;“ becauſe the Words aſſert that it was a Tree of 

Lives, or Immortality; and alſo becauſe, when Man had by his | 
Sin forfeited this Sacrament of Immortality, and was taught to 4. 
expect Salvation only through Faith in CHRIST, that Salvation = 
through Faith in him is ſtill called by the ſame Name as the firſt Ib 
Sacrament of Immortality was, viz. the Tree of Lives — * To*Rev.ii.-. | 
him that overcometh, ſaith the Spirit, will I give to eat of the Tree 

of Life that is in the midſt of the Paradiſe of GOD ; and in another 

Place, || Bleſſed are they that do the Commandments of CRRISTH, Rev. ii. 
that hey may have Right to the Tree of Life, Here the New Teſta- 4. F 


ment borrows an Expreſſion from the Old, to deſcribe the Life | 


and Immortality brought to Light by Cyuzr1sT ; and therefore 


the Expreſſion uſed in the New Teſtament to convey Ideas of an 


happy Immortality, mult certainly have intelligibly deſcribed 


that Immortality in the Old; for the Words are the ſame in both 
Teſtaments, and conſequently the Ideas which they convey in both 


muſt be the ſame: So that CHRIST is now, to fallen Man, 
what the Tree of Immortality was to innocent Adam — the Virtue 


attributed to the one being what is allo attributed to the other — 


CHRIST is really to fallen Man the Fountain of everlaſting Life; 

therefore ſuch ſacramentally was the Tree of Immortality to inno- ö 
cent Adam : For it would be very abſurd, if CHñRISH ſhould be | 
made to ſtand inſtead of the Tree of Immortality, and yet that 
Tree was not inſtituted to effect for the Innocent what he hath now 
effected for Sinners; becauſe then the Subſtitution would be de- 


falſe. The Tree of Lives therefore was, and was known to be, be- 
cauſe the Holy Spirit expreſly declares it to have been, a Sacrament 
of Immortality : So that he hath not only revealed, that the Soul is 
immortal, but hath alſo revealed what was inſtituted to be the 


_ Pledge and Earneſt of eternal Life. And in both theſe Paſſages he Re ol 
| hath, as plainly as Words can ſpeak, expreſly revealed a future State. 


& ſupernaturali quadam Virtute inhærente prædita eſſet ad perpetuandam Adami 
Vitam, ſed quod Deus voluerit eam eſſe Adamo Signum, Arrhabonem, & veluti 
Sacramentum, &c. d Aud Willet in his Hexapla on Genefs, p. 28, abundantly | 
proves the ſame. _ | | 


"AND TY 


* Lev. xvii. 
11. 


(6) 


Ap though theſe Texts be not contained in (what is called) 
the Body of the Law, yet are they nevettheleſs concluſive ; becauſe 
every Few who read the one of them, muſt know that he had an 
immortal Soul; and becauſe, though he read that the firſt Sacra- 
ment of Immortality was forfeited, yet he could not avoid readin 
in the Law itſelf, that there was another inſtituted : For the Law 
taught him, not only by expreſſive Actions, but alſo by the plaineſt 
Words, though he was a Sinner, yet there was a Way ſti]! open 
for him to future Happineſs ; particularly, in the following Paſ- 


ſage he was taught this literally, and without a Figure: Gop 


prohibits the eating of Blood, upon the Penalty of Death ; and 
He gives a Reaſon for the Prohibition — * For the Life of the 
Fleſh is in the Blood, and ] have given it to you upon theAltar to make 
an Atonement for your Souls; for it is the Blood that maketh an 
Atonement for the Soul. Now, if we take the Word here rendered 
Soul [wa ] to denote the ſpiritual Part of Man, this would be a 
ſelf-evident Proof, that Sacrifices were known to have a ſpiritual 


Effect, and as ſuch the Atonement they made to regard a future 


Life. But if we take the Word to denote what it is always uſed in 
Scripture to ſignify, the Animal Frame, in what Senſe could the Blood 


make an Atonement for it? The End of making an Atonement is 


to protect and ſecure a Criminal from Juſtice; and when this Atone- 


ment is accepted, Juſtice is ſatisfied. Now the preſent Life was 


known to have been forfeited by Sin, and how then could the Jews 


be ſo ſlow of Heart as to imagine, that this Blood was to atone for the 


temporal Life of the Body? Blood could not poſſibly have any 
ſuch Virtue of its own ; and it was daily demonſtrated, that it had 


no ſuch Virtue imputed to it : For, as by one Man Sin entered into 


the World, and Death by Sin; ſo Death paſſed upon all Men, be- 


cauſe all have ſinned. And ſurely two thouſand Years Experience 


had ſufficiently convinced the Jews of this Truth, and demon- 


{trated to them, that they were all to go down to the Grave, and 


that the Pit was to ſhut its Mouth upon them. Againſt this De- 
monſtration then they could never imagine, that Blood was to atone 
for the temporal Life of the Body ; and therefore they had a De- 
monſtration, that there was ſome other Life forfeited, beſides the 
preſent, for which Blood was to atone. _ _— 


Now Moſes had taught them, in this Text and elſewhere, to 
a Exod. xxiv. 8, proved by St. Paul, Heb. ix. 20, 21, &c. to fgnify the Blood 


of CaRris7. S B. Lamy de Tabernaculo Fed. Par. 1720, p. 475. Pius Iſrael- 
„ita, qui immolabat agnum, non in ſanguine Animalis ſpem Salutis & Fiduciam. 
*«« reponebat, ſed cogitabat alium Agnum, viz. Jeſum Chriſtum, qui ſanguinem 
ſuum fuſurus erat pro Remiſſione Peccatorum.”? | 
HER look 
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look upon Sacrifice in a ſpiritual Senſe — that ſpiritual Senſe was 
the Relation it bore to a Redeemer — and the Bleſſings derived to 


Mankind by that Redeemer were not temporal — However an 
Exemption from temporal Death was not one of theſe Bleflings — 
And yet the Blood which was known to typify the Blood of the 


Redeemer, did preſerve the Body from ſome kind of Death ; which 
being not from temporal, mult of neceſſity be from eternal Death: 
For, if only the preſent Life had been forfeited by Sin, the Debt 


was always paid; and why then was not Juſtice ſatisfied, but | 


when this Puniſhment was ſure to be inflicted, it ſtill required a 
further Atonement ? And as this Atonement reached further than 
the preſent Life, of neceſſity there was another Life which was 
forfeited, and for which the Atonement to Divine Juſtice was made. 

Arp can there be a plainer Deſcription of a future State 
than this? when the Offerer, who hath by his Sin forfeited all 
Title to Life, brings his Sacrifice before the Lok p, with Hopes, 
that ſome moxe perfect Sacrifice would reſtore him to Life; and 


with theſe Hopes ſheds the Blood of the Creature — This Blood 


Gon abſolutely forbids him to eat, and the Reaſon of the Prohi- 
bition is thus expreſſed —— © I have inſtituted Sacrifice to be 


a Type of the Redeemer — the Blood in which is the Life of 


«© the Fleſh to be a Type of his precious Blood, which he will 
<< ſhed to redeem the Life of Man; and upon that Account I 


< have ſet apart Blood for this Uſe — * it is to be put upon the 
« Altar to repreſent his Blood who is to make the real Atone- 


ce ment for your Life: For all the Creatures in the whole Earth 


ce are mine, and their Blood can have no Merit with me — the 
< Blood of the Redeemer alone can make an Atonement for the 


„ Life of Man; and that Life for which his Blood is to atone, 


© cannot be preſent — You will all be gathered to your Fathers, 


<< and ſee Corruption; and therefore his Blood is to atone for your 
future Life; and as the Benefits promiſed you through him are 
„ ſpiritual, you will then feel the Effects of his Atonement, 


a Critici Sacri. Lond. 1660, p. 817. Qua re (Effuſione Sanguinis ſuper 
« Altare) adumbratus (inquiunt Doctores) eſt verus Uſus Sanguinis Domini ac 
* Servatoris noſtri Jeſu Chriſti, viz. quod ſolus Sanguis illius pro Peccatis 
<« noſtris effuſus fit, Placatio pro Animabus noſtris, & Reconciliatio, & Sanctifi- 
« catio noſtra.”” Sam. Clark, A.M. Annotations on the Old and New Teſtament, 
1690, Note on Lev. xvii. 11. It is the Blood, vis. of the Sacrifice ſacramentally 
and typically, and of CHRIST that makes Atonement really. Rom. ili. 25. Col. 
i. 20. Heb. ix. 12. And Willet's 2d vol. Hexapla on Lev. p. 409. § H. 
Maius de Acon, Temp. Vet. Teſt. p. 387. | 
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e when your Bodies ſhall be raiſed from the Dead; and ye who 


have believed and obeyed me, ſhall by virtue of his Atone- 


« ment be entitled to eternal Life.“ 

AnD this Conſtruction, it was proved, the Words admit of; 
and it could not be miſtaken by the Zews, becauſe they could ne- 
ver imagine that the Blood was to atone for temporal Life ; and 
therefore they did know from this Text, m which it is fo ex- 
preſly and .— revealed, that Man will exiſt in a future 
State. 

I sHALL ſelect but one Paſſage more from the Body of the Law, 
the Meaning of which is ſo remarkably clear and obvious, that 


" whoever cannot here fee the Doctrine of a future State, muſt in- 


v. 16. 


deed put a Veil over his Face in reading the Old Teſtament. The 
Holy Spirit, in reciting what Gop had done for his People, thus 
explains the Intent of ſome of the Miracles: The LORD thy GOD. 
bumbled thee, and ſuffered thee to hunger, and fed thee thee with 
Manna (which thou kneweſt not, neither did thy Fathers know) that 
he might MAKE THEE KNOW, that Man * doth not live by Bread 
only, but by every [Word] that proceedeth out of the Mouth of the 
LORD doth Man live — And it is afterwards added —- who fed thee 


with Manna, that he might humble thee, and that he might prove 


thee to do thee (rand at thy LATTER END. In theſe Words the 
Holy Spirit declares, God had made the Fews know, that they 


could not ſubſiſt upon temporal Support — that as they conſiſted of 


two Parts, they could not live by Bread only, but muſt have ſome 


Support for the ſpiritual Life of the Soul as well as the Body: For 
though he had delivered them from Egypt by Signs and Wonders, 
and a + ftretched-out Arm, and had miraculouſly ted them in the 
Wilderneſs with the Bread of Heaven ; yet this temporal Deliver- 
ance and Support were not what Man chiefly wanted, or what was 
to be his ſole Subſiſtence. Whilſt the Almighty opened the Doors 
of Heaven, and rained down Meat upon them 10 the full; at the ſame 


time he told them, this was not the Support they were to live by; 


for they were not to reſt on the Outſide, and feed on the Huſks. 


of his Manifeſtations. Gop had Regard to the Soul in all that he 


did for the Jews ; but the natural Effects of Bread cannot reach 


2 WM the Future Tenſe, © Man sHALL not live by Bread only.“ But Bread 


will ſupport the preſent Life; therefore there is a Life which Bread will not 


ſupport, and that Life muſt of neceſſity be either a ſpiritual or a future Life, 
either of which proves the Truth of what I am now contending for, viz, That 
this Text is a Demonſration that Meſes hath expreſly mentioned a future State. 


the 
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the Soul; which requires ſome other than temporal Support. But 
what then is the Support required? for if Gop made them know 


what they could xot live by, certainly he alſo made them know by 
what Man doth live. Man ſhall not live by Bread only, but by every 
Mord that proceedeth out of the Mouth of the LORD fhall Man live. 
Therefore, whatever be the Meaning of proceeding out of the Mouth: 
of the LORD, this doubtleſs was what Man was to live by. Now. 


after Sin had entered into the World, and Mankind became ſub- 


ject to temporal and eternal Death, CHRIST, by the all-ſufficient 
Satisfaction he paid to the Divine Juſtice, redeemed them from 
eternal Death, and thereby became the so E Fountain of ſpiritual 
and everlaſting Life. And the Words directly relate to him, un- 
der the Character of the Giver of Life; for all that proceeds from 
the Mouth Febovah, is an Expreſſion uſed for the perfect Manifeſta- 
tion [Nu 9] of Gop in the Fleſh. It is uſed in this Senſe in 
the Old Teſtament (Deut. i. 26. F vii. 9. 70%, ix. 14. 1 Sam xii. 
14, 15. J Ixit. 2.) and is ſo explained by CHRIST in the New: 
For when he is treating of the ſame Subject, (viz. Manna) he uſes 


a parallel Expreſſion, and calls himſelf the true Bread of Life, 


Thich COMETH DOWN FROM HEAVEN, and giveth Life unto the 
World: And more directly he ſays of himſelf (John viii. 42.) J 
' PROCEEDED forth, and came ſrom GOD ; aud beſides, his Appli- 
cation of the Words to the Tempter, in Matt. iv. 4. Luke iv. 4. 
demonſtrates, that they are ſignificative of the Divinity that was in 
him, and of that ſpiritual Life which flowed from thence, 
Ix this Paſſage therefore the Holy Spirit hath expreſly revealed 
— that the Jews were taught not to reſt upon the Types 


God, he ſays, intended that they ſhould, nay, he wrought Mira- 
cles in order that they might, look beyond them : For he taught 
them, that Man could not ſubſiſt upon Bread only — his Soul re- 
quired ſome Subſiſtence as well as his Body — and hat the Types 


reſted in could not give; there being no other Fountain of ſpiritual 
Life but what flowed from a Perſon of the Deity, who in the Full- 
neſs of Time was made Fleſh, and gave everlaſting Life unto the 
World. EE : 


AnD this Interpretation doth not reſt ſolely on the direct Means 


ing of the Words, though this indeed would be ſufficient for Con- 
viction ; but there is alſo another Authority, the Meaning of the 
Words ſettled by that very Perſon of the Deity, whoſe Coming 


they foretold : For, upon the Jews telling CHRIST, * their Fa- John vi. 
bers did eat Manna in the Deſert, as it is written he gave them Bread 31, Gs. 
from Heaven —— JE$vs anſwers — Moſes gave you not that Bread 

2 C 


from 
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from Heaven, but my Father giveth you the TRUE Bread from 


Heaven: For the Bread of GOD is HE WHICH COMETH DOWN 


from Heaven, and giveth Life unto the World, I am the Bread of 


Life. 
Now, as Jzsvs's Anſwer, and what the Jews queſtioned him 


about, muſt relate to the ſame Subject; ſo the Truths which they 


eſtabliſh are theſe; 1. That Manna was a Type of CHRISTH; be- 

cauſe by it Gop taught the Jes, that they wanted ſome Prin- 
ciple of ſpiritual Life, and there is no other but CarisT ; be- 
cauſe our Saviour proves, that he had in him all the real Effects 
which were attributed to Manna as a Type; and allo becauſe 
he calls himſelf the * TRUE Bread; which Word is uſed to de- 


note the real, the very Thing or Perſon typified, the Antitype, in 


Oppoſition to the Type, or what was a Sign of that Perſon or 
Thing. 2. And it was known to be a Type of CHRIST, be- 
cauſe Gop made the Fews know what was the Principle of ſpiritual 
Life; and as he did this by giving them Manna, then they did 
know that it was a Type of CHRIST. 3. And this allo proves, 
that chey knew what was meant by proceeding from the Mouth of 


Zebovah — For, if Manna was typical of CHRISHTH the Giver of 


Life — and known by the Jews to be typical — and known from 
this Expreſſion — then that Senſe muſt be contained in this Ex- 
reſſion: And when our Saviour, ſpeaking of his being the rue 


Bread of Life in Oppoſition to Manna, ſays, that he came down 


from Heaven, came from the Father to give Life to the World; then 


theſe Words of the New Teſtament muſt be of the fame Import 
with thoſe of the Old: For in both they are uſed upon the /ame 
Subject, to deſcribe the /ame Perſon, conſidered in the /ame Reſpect, 
as the Giver of Life; and therefore this is a Proof from the Rea- 
ſon of the Thing, that the Meaning of the Words was before 
faithfully rendered 3 and the Concluſi on from them, as they ſtand 
now explained, is this. 

MOSES lays down a Propoſition, and poſitively aſſerts, that 
Gop had made the eus underſtand it — CHRIST explains this 


a Heb. viii. 2. § ix. 24. *AAndiveg is oppoſed to typical. Theophyla&s Commen. 
in 4. Evang. Par. 1631, pP. 646. 0 Rugiog g Inoous c Ü. log; dri & 
Mons vedwney UH& Tov Gglon, rollte, & ori 8 Mang deownev. u Toy annfuey agloy, c 


rail r Tl yivopueres, Turo n Twy you TOW jenny 0 vag Mwong Torro eTwXx:t T8 
Orts, Ts abies r vo lan Ian galn ve, 6 bY @glog i exeivog TuToG fps TE 6X Twy 


"Oveavuy xalafauile, 9 e Ye. Poi os, *% ne v magxoIſos Next. & eauley anbi- 
you flow, Ax ws Ts Mana Yui; olog & ined: Exevoc Turoc 1v %) Exic, % U 


euloxntiia; KYPINE yae Mana 6 pworyerns Tres Te Ot, cue yevoevog. 1 Cor, 
xX. 3. ) fgidii Hunniz Comm. in Joh. Witeb. 1608, p. 772. 


Propoſition 
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Propoſition, and ſhews how it ought to be underſtood — Now he 
could not explain it in a different Senſe from what the Jets under- 
ſtood it in, becauſe Gop made the Jews underſtand it in a ſpi- 
ritual Senſe, and in that Senſe Ch RIS explained it; and therefore 
it is evident, from the Teſtimony of two infallible Witneſſes, that 
the Jews knew CHRIST was to come down from Heaven, and 
give ſpiritual Life unto the World. And this is an expreſs and a 
literal Proof, that the Doctrine of a future State was contained in. 
and was KNOWN to be contained in, the Writings of Moſes. 

_ From the Authority of theſe few Texts, which have been at 
preſent conſidered, there is ſufficient Reaſon to conclude, that the 
Doctrine of a future Slate is expreſly mentioned in the Writings of 
Moſes — I paſs on therefore to the ſecond Thing aſſerted, which 
indeed hath been in Part already proved : For when Gop revealed 
a future State to the Jews, and the Conditions upon which they 
were to be entitled to Happinels in that State, certainly every Jew 
who deſired and aimed at Happineſs, was laid under an indiſ- 
penſable Obligation to obſerve the Conditions as the ſole Means to 
attain it; and that Happineſs which laid him under this Obliga- 
tion, was an Enforcement to obſerve the Conditions — and an 


Enforcement to Obſervance is what properly conſtitutes a Sanction. 

II. Bur not to inſiſt upon this I proceed more particularly to 
prove, That the Obligation to obſerve every Law, Rite, and Cere- 
mony is enforced by Moſes, upon the Sanctions of future Rewards and 
Puniſhments, 5 He 

Now, in reading the Books of Moſes, it cannot but be obſerved, The Sanc- 
that there is one Sanction which runs throughout the Body of the —_ 8 the 
Law]; and there is no Ceremony, not the moſt minute Rite, but f. 


what is enforced upon that Sanction — To a great Part of the 04; me. 


Laws it is particularly added, and to all of them in general, that 5e 7 


the Obligation to do 7his, or avoid that, was founded upon the 7%“ 
Lon p's being their Goo. The Jews are required in particular to 60h 
keep the ®* ten Commandments — b the Paſſover, the Jubilee, the 
Feaſts, and all the other weightier Matters of the Law; becauſe the 
Lok D was their Gop — and upon the ſame Sanction they are re- 

quired in general to keep © ALL the Commandments, and ALL the 

| Statutes, to do ALL the Judgments, and walk therein. This is fo 
frequently inſiſted upon, that there can be no Doubt of its being the 


2 Exod. xx. 2. & Deut. v. 6. $ J. H. Maius de Economia Vet. Teſt. p. 415. 
> Lev. xxiii. 43. F xxv. 17. | | 7 | 
c Lev. xi. 44. F xviii. 3, 4. F xx. 7. Numb. xv. 40, 41. L Deut. iv. 34 to 
41. $ xxvi. 16, 17. J xxvill. 58. § 2 Chron, xx. 20. | ; 
. C2 Sanction 
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Sanckion of all the Moſaic Laws — The only Enquiry then is, 
what is the Meaning of this Sanction? Under what Character is 
Gop here to be conſidered, or what is the Ground of Obligation? 
Doth Gop's claiming Obedience of the Jets, becauſe He IRE Ho- 
VAH was THEIR Gop, relate to ſome temporal Character which 
God ſupported among the Jews, and to the temporal Rewards and 
Puniſhments which he under that Character diſtributed — or is 
this properly, and in its primary Senſe, the Sanction of future? 
Future Rewards and Puniſhments will appear to be what Gop in- 
tended, and what the Jews underſtood for the following Reaſons — 
ThisSanc- 1. AND the firſt is, That the Word IEHIVY AH is not ſuppoſed 
on ge“ to carry in it any Senſe of Relation; and yet ſome Relation is 
on ee, Certainly implied in this Sanction. As it denotes that Eſſence 
daß, but which hath Exiſtence and all Perfections in and of itfelf, it hath 
on Jeho- no Reſpe& to Mankind, either as created or redeemed. —-- The 
vah' be- Eſſence indeed, and the Perſons in it reſpect us in both theſe Re- 
6% lations; but then there are other Words to deſcribe them, and 
Fehovah is never uſed in Scripture 3 and it cannot be uſed, be- 
cauſe the Idea of the Word is abſolute, with relative Pronouns, as 
it might be if the Word expreſſed either of theſe Relations, — It 
is a Term of Diſtinction, ſignifying the different Manner in which 
the Divine Eſſencè exiſts from all other Eſſences — Now a Term 
aſed to diſtinguiſh Gop from other Beings and Things, cannot be 
deſcriptive of the Relation he ſtood in to the eus under the The- 
ocracy : For a Term which doth not imply in it any Relation, 
cannot be uſed in a relative Senſe 3 and therefore it is not expreſſive 
of Gor as Head of the Fewi/h State, nor conſequently of the tem- 
poral Sanctions, which he as Head of that State was engaged to 
execute. 1 Rn 
2. AND beſides, the Sanction now mentioned is not thus 
worded, ** I demand your Obedience, becauſe I am Fehovah ; 
but, becauſe I JeHovan am your GoD: So the Obligation 
ariſes from, and is inforced upon, that Relation, in which Fehovab- 
was to be conſidered. He was to be conſidered under the Character 
of their GOD, and upon that account obeyed ; and therefore the 
Sanction 1s expreſſed in that Term. of Relation, - and not in the 
Word Zebovad. ĩ˙ | IE | 
Being 3. AN p though the Word Gop (or Elahim) be certainly a 


their Gop Term of Relation, as the * relative Pronouns frequently joined with 
18 NO par- | 2 | | | 


ticular Relation Gop ſtood in to the Jui, either as Head of their Government. 
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it. demonſtrate, and muſt therefore expreſs ſome beneficent Cha- 
racter which Gop ſupports, yet it cannot poſſibly be that Relation 
which he ſtood in to the Jes under the Theocracy : For if the 
Word ſtands for this Relation, how can he in that Senſe be ſaid 
to be the Gop or * Elabim of the wHo UE EARTH? The Gop of“ Tf. liv. 
the wHoLE EARTH could not be a LocAL TUTELARY DEITY; 5: 
For that would be a Contradiction in Terms ---- what is LoCAr. 
being limited and confined ---- and what is limited and confined 
b being not univerſal: So that as Theocracy was a Form of Govern- 
; ment peculiar to the Fews, if this Term of Relation reſpected 
Gop as Head of that Government, how could it be applied to him 
in an univerſal Senſe ? None of the Nations were under ſuch a 
Government, and yet all the Nations ſtood in that Relation to 
Go (whatever Relation it be) which this Word expreſſes ; and 
therefore the Word cannot be ſolely applied to the Character 1 
which Gop ſuſtained under the Theocracy, or any Relation in 
which Gop was to be conſidered as Head of that particular Form 
of Government : And by conſequence we ſhall not come at the 
true Idea of the Word, unleſs we conſider the Gop of the wmoLE 
EARTH under ſome other Relation than that of a LOCAL TUTE- 
LARY DerTy. 
AND beſides, how could a Word uſed from the Foundation 
of the World, carrying in it the Idea of an univerſal Relation, 
denote a particular One, which did not exiſt till after two thou- 
ſand Years. From the Beginning the Deity was known and wor- — 
ſhipped under this Name; and after the Theocracy ceaſed, it 1. 
was {till his Appellation as well as before ||. It cannot then carry | 1 Sam. 
in it any particular Deſignation of God's being placed at the Head vii. 7, Oe. 
of the Jewiſh Common-wealth, becauſe it is not appropriated to 
him 1n that Reſpect; and therefore, whatever Sanctions 1t includes, 
they certainly were not thoſe temporal Sanctions which were /o/ely 
appropriated to the Theocratic Government, and which Gop Was 
then engaged to execute. 
„Ax farther, it cannot be uſed to expreſs that Raladion i in Or as their 
which Gop ſtood to the Fews as their Deliverer from Egypt, be- Delivercer 
cauſe the Nations who had received no ſuch Deliverance, did yet 3 | 
worſhip Gop under this Name; and becauſe the Heads of the 
Fewiſh People, though not related in this Senſe, did yet call Je- 
bovah their Gop : Nay, even before it was foretold, that their 
Seed ſhould go down into Egyp!, and ſhould be brought into 
Bondage; but ſhould be delivered by Signs and Wonders, and a | 14 
ſtretched - out Arm: Even before this was revealed, the Patriarchs TY 


knew 
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knew and worſhipped Gop under this Relation; and therefore it 
cannot be che particular Deſignation oſ Gop conſidered as the De- 
liverer of the Jews from Egypt, or as their Redeemer from the 
Houſe of Bondage. 
tht wh 6. AN p in the next Place, as the Word Gop, or Elahim, is 
univerſal certainly expreſſive of ſome beneficent Relation in which Gon 
Relation, ſtands to all his Creatures; fo mult it therefore denote either the 
univerſal Relation he ſtands in to them as their CREATOR, or 
REDEEMER : For under theſe 'T'wo, all the Relations he ſtands 
not as in to Mankind in general are included - As to the Character of 
Creator — Governor of the World, that ſince the Fall could not have been a 
beneficent Relation to Sinners without a Redeemer ; and yet the 
Relation expreſſed by the Word Elabim, is indiſputably a benefi- 
cent one. And beſides, the ſame Perſon is now both the Re- 
deemer and Governor of the World --- All Power in Heaven and 
Earth being committed to CHR1sT 3 and therefore that Relation, 
which is but a Conſequence of Redemption, ought not and indeed 
cannot be conſidered ſeparately from it. And as to the univerſal 
Character Gop ſuſtains as Creator, the Word cannot be deſcriptive 
of this Relation: For, as a Verb or a Noun, it is never uſed in any 
Du ſuch Senſe --- and there is but one “ Word uſed throughout the 
Scriptures to denote the ſingle and omnipotent Act of Creation --- 
and alſo becauſe it is uſed as a Name of Gop in the || Participle 
Paſſive, where it cannot be applied to him in the Senſe of Creation; 
for it would be Blaſphemy to ſay of Gop, it undeifies him to ſay, 
He who was created, It is manifeſt then, from the Reaſon of the 
Thing, that the Word carries in it ſome Idea of Gop conſidered 
as our Redeemer, and is expreſſive of that univerſal and * moſt 
beneficent Relation. | | 

gut as 7. Now it is the Belief of every Chriſtian --- That the Deity 
Redeemer foreſaw the Fall of Man; and before it happened, had provided a 
of Man- ſuitable Remedy --- This Remedy was the Redemption purchaſed 
kind. by Cxx1sT ; and the Scriptures have repreſented each Perſon of 
the Deity as covenanting to perform a certain Part in the Eco- 

nomy of that Redemption --- GOD the Father is there repreſented 
as demanding, Satisfaction for Sin, and covenanting upon a full 
Satisfaction made to pardon Sinners GOD the Son, as covenant- 
ing to make that full Satisfaction to the Father, and thereby re- 
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2 Deut. vii. 9. Pſ. Ixii. 1, 6, 7, 8. J Izv. _ $ xlii. 6. § xcviii. 3. Ifa. Iii. 
10. In theſe, and many other Places, Salvation is manifeſtly included in the 
Word Elabim. = _ | 


deem 
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8 
deem Mankind --- and GOD the Holy Ghoſt, as covenanting to 


make that Satisfaction effeCtual to the Ends propoſed, as ſanctify- 
ing Believers. That the ever-bleſſed Trinity did make this Co- 


venant, and actually have performed it, is the Foundation of our 
Faith and Hopes; and that fallen Man might never want Evidence 
tor theſe Truths, and might therefore always have powerful Mo- 
tives to make proper Returns of Love and Obedience, the Divine 
Perſons were mercifully pleaſed to repreſent themſelves to Sinners, 
under the Idea of Perſons who had made ſuch a Covenant to re- 
deem them; which Idea the Word Elabim conveys. For 


8. Tye Term * (lab) in human Affairs is certainly uſed to ex- What Idea 
prels that conditional Penalty which they who have entered into a Co. it gives us 
venant upon Oath have laid themſelves under. And why may not - 25 
this be the Idea in divine Affairs? There is no other Word in“ Pn. 


the Language but this from whence it can be derived; and if 
this be its certain Derivation, then it muſt have the ſame Idea as 
the Word from whence it is derived: For it is an invariable 
Rule in the ſacred Language — That all Words of the ſame Letters, 
and conſequently of the ſame Root, muſt have the ſame Idea. So that. 
if entering into ſuch a Covenant be an Action which we can pre- 
dicate of God, then the divine Name may, without Offence, al- 
lude to that Covenant, Now the Scriptures frequently predicate 


this Action of God — He is ſaid to /wear by himſelf * — to have* Gen. 

feworn to Abraham — and to have made an Oath unto Iſaac, that in i. 16. 
their Seed all the Nations of the Earth ſhould be bleſſed. And if, 1 Chron, 
without derogating from the divine Perfections, he made this vi. 16. 


Oath concerning CHRIST the univerſal Bleſſing to theſe particular 
Perſons, why might not the ſame be made for the general Good 
of all Men? But it was made to Particulars, to induce a full 
Truſt and Reliance on what God had ſworn to perform; and 


with the ſame View Gop made it unto all Men: For being cue Heb, vi. 
more abundantly to ſhew to tbe Heirs of Promiſe the Immutability of 17, 18. 


bis Counſel (io redeem Man) he confirmed it by an Oath, that Man 
might have two immutable Things to truſt to, in either of which it 
bas impoſſible for GOD to lie, This is a Proof that the Action 
implies no Imperfection in it, and therefore the Name implies 


none. It is impoſſible GOD ſhould lie — This is an Imperfection 
he cannot be liable to- But why then have the Scriptures ſo worded 


a Gen. xxiv. 41. F xxvi. 28. Deut. xxix. 13, 18, 20. 


bd. Tela ignea Satanæ, &c. p. 406. Verus eſt utique non minus, quam pervul- 


gatus Judæorum Canon—i. e. Nunquam Scripture aliquad Dietum ommem nati vum 
Verborum Sen ſum amittit. 


* 
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the manner of the divine Perſons entering into the Chriſtian Cove- 


nant? St, Paul ſays they ſo worded it to give Man the ſtrongeſt 


Aſſurance of the Immutability of GO D's Counſel to redeem him. This 


was the Reaſon why they repreſented themſelves as entering into 
ſuch a Covenant, and as aſſuming the Name from thence of Per- 
ſons who had laid themſelves under an Obligation to perform it. 
— And therefore as the Word Elah is expreſſive of a certain Action 
—and as the Elahim are repreſented in Scripture to be the Agents 


or Doers of that Action- certainly it can be no Diminution of 


the divine Perfections for Gop to be called by a Name expreſſive 
of that Action---for the Name only expreſſes, what all the Scrip- 


| tures bear Witneſs of, that he had done---and as the Action was 


an Inſtance of the greateſt Mercy which Gop could ſhew to his 
fallen Creatures---Surely that Mercy was heightened by revealing 


| himſelf to them under that merciful Name. 


IT being then conſiſtent with the Divine Perfections to enter 
into a Covenant, and be under an Obligation to the Performance 
of it --- and there being but one Verb in the Language from whence 
the Word Elahim can be derived --- and the certain Meaning of 
that Verb being to lie under the Obligation of an Oath to the Per- 
formance of ſome Covenant; therefore it is evident, this is the 
Idea of the Word --- And that the Covenant which it expreſſes 


was the Goſpel-Covenant is manifeſt, from the Reaſon of the 
Thing, which proved the Relation expreſſed by this Word could. 


be no other but that of Redemption; and from the Uſage of 
the Word in Scripture, where it is frequently confined to this 
Senſe Þ ; and from there being no Mention in Scripture, that any 
other but the Goſpel-Covenant was revealed ſince the Fall of Man. 


And therefore, when the Word 1s applied to the Perſons of the 


Divine Eſſence, it repreſents them as under an Obligation, which 


they voluntarily entered into, to perform the Goſpel-Covenant, and 


ſave their fallen depraved Creatures --- and upon this Senſe of the 
Word, the Sanctions of temporal Rewards and Puniſhments could 
not be eſtabliſhed : For when Gop promulges his Laws, and re- 
quires Obedience of the Jets upon this Sanction -- becayſe I Jehovah 
am YOUR Gop, the Obligation expreſſed in theſe Words is this. 
2 Pf. Ixxviii. 22. If. xlv. 21. Hof. xii. 4. § vi. 6. Judges x. 14. Jer. ii. 28, 


d To fave, to redeem, to deliver, being generally attributed to the Elabim, 
P/. iii. 3. many ſay of my Soul, there is no Salvation for it in the Elabim, 


«© Selah”, mind this. Heb. xi. 16. Wherefore GOD is not aſhamed to be called 


THEIR GOD, BECAUSE he hath prepared for them an 68 ) City. Here 
the Reaſon given why GOD called himſelf Txz1x GOD, demonſtrates that the 
Word Elahim relates to, and is expreſſive of, the Goſpel- Covenant. N 


That 
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«© THAT Syſtem of Laws which I have given you, ye are to 
remember to keep and obey ; for your All depends upon your 
Obedience — It is Obedience which ſecures you of my Pro- 
< tection here — But what the Syſtem of Laws I have now given 
<« you chiefly aims at, is my Protection hereafter ; and therefore, 
in order to gain your Obedience, I have inforced my Laws — 
upon this ſtronger Sanction — I have made your Title to the 1 
*© Benefits of Redemption depend on your believing and obeying N 
4 what I have required — You are convinced, that the Perſons 
<« of the Divine Effence have covenanted to redeem you from Sin 
© and Death — This They cannot do for you here — Theſe {pi- 
ritual Benefits of Redemption muſt be conferred in a future 
e State — And you will not receive any of theſe Benefits in that 
„State, unleſs you believe and do in this what I have required.” 

9. AND this Interpretation, which is drawn from the Reaſon Our Savi- 17 
of the Thing, and the expreſs Meaning of the Words, is fully our proves a 
juſtified by Cu R 1sT's Argument in the Text. Our Saviour there 2 hag 
aſſerts, that the Term Elahim (for this is the Word in the“ Text ce 
he quotes) is a Term of Relation; and it is expreſſive of ſome of Re- 
beneficent Relation, becauſe he ſays it reſpects Gop, ot as the demption. 

GOD of the Dead, but as the GOD of the LIVING. Now the 5 
LIVING, whom this Word reſpects, cannot be the Perſons who * 
live in the preſent World, becauſe Gop ſtill ſtood in that benefi- 

cent Relation to Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob, when they were 

dead; from whence our Saviour infers — that the Covenant ex- 
preſſed by this Word, and the Bleſſings flowing from it, muſt re- 
ſpect a future Life: For if, in conſequence of this Covenant, the 
Bodies of theſe Patriarchs were to be raiſed from the Dead, then 
the Covenant muſt relate to 3 future Life — But in conſequence of 
this Covenant, the Bodies of theſe Patriarchs were to be raiſed from 
the Dead, becauſe Gop is not the Gop (the Elahim) of the Dead, 
but of the LIVING; and conſequently, as the Covenant relates to 
the Reſurrection of the Dead, ſo muſt the Sanction founded upon 
that Covenant. „„ 

Bu r ſince our Saviour hath produced an Authority from Moſes, 
to prove that he TAUGHT THE RESURRECTION-OF THE DEAD, 

upon which very Authority Meſes hath inforced the Sanctions of 
all his Laws: This therefore being ſuch an infallible Proof, what 
theſe Sanctions were, demands a more particular Conſideration ; 
and the State of the Cale is this: > eo: | 

THE Sadducees, which ſay there is no Reſurreftion, come 10 ö 
CHRIST - they propoſe a Difficulty to him from the Law of 
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Aloſes, which they could not ſolve upon the Suppoſition of a Re- 
ſurrection — and they deſire that CHRIST, who preached the 
Doctrine of the Reſurrection, and ſaid he came to fulfil the Law 
of Moſes, would reconcile this Difficulty with that Doctrine 
_ _ Cnxr1sT's Anſwer conſiſts of two Parts —- firſt, a Solution of the 
Difficulty 3 and then a Proof, that the Difficulty they propoſed 
was founded on a great Error, viz. that Moſes had not treated of 
the Reſurrection of the Dead: And this Proof he introduces in a 
very remarkable Manner—27e Sadducees deny that there is any Re- 
ſurriction; but concerning the Reſurrection of the Dead that they riſe, 
I can give you a ſatisfactory Proof out of your own Prophet: 
For have ye not read in the Book of Moſes, and hath not he ſhewed 
you that the Dead are to be raiſed, when be calleth the LORD, the 
GOD of Abraham, and the GOD of Iſaac, and the GOD of Jacob? 
For he is not the GOD of the Dead, but the GOD of the Livin 3 
pve therefore do greatly err. And the ſacred Hiſtorian remarks 
upon this Anſwer, that when the Multitude heard it, they were 
aſtoniſhed at his Doctrine; and that the Sadducees, the Demers of the 
Reſurrection, were put to Silence, _ „ | 
From this fair and impartial State of the Caſe then it is evident, 
that CHRIST did intend to prove from the Text he quotes, that 
Moſes had treated of the Reſurrection of the Dead. The Diffi- 
culty which the Sadducees propoſed, was an Objection againſt the 
Reſurrection ; and as CHRIST's Anſwer cannot but be, to the 
Purpoſe, it muſt be an Argument for the Truth of this Doctrine. 
Now the Exordium to this Proof /ets forth, that the Reſurrection 
was taught in the Book of Moſes — the Proof is a Text from that 
Book of Moſes wherein it was taught — and therefore the Exordium 
muſt directly refer to this Proof, and nothing elſe . And what 
can be a direct Introduction to a Proof, if this be not? Have ye 
not read concerning the Reſurrection of the Dead in the Book of 
Moſes ? and then immediately follows the Proof which they might 
1 have read concerning the Reſurrection. Can any Words more 
4 plainly declare, that the Reſurrection of the Dead was taught in 
= --: the Books of Moſes, and that this particular Text was a Proof 
of it? > | fp 


Corn. & Lapide, Lugd. 1638, 1 vol. p. 409, 410. Ego ſum DEUS Abrahe, 
G c. Chriſtus non contentus ſolviſſe Sadducæorum Objectionem contra Rt sURr- 
RECTIONEM inſuper eandem illis probat ex Dito Dei ad Moſen, Ego ſum DEUS 
Abrahe, &c. J Dr. Stanhope's Ep. & Goſp. 3d wol. p. 425. The Force of 
« this Argument there is no room to doubt, after our Bleſſed Lo RD himſelf hath 
made Uſe of it to confute the Saaducees Error, and to prove a Reſurrection.“ 


But 


„ 
Bur if the Deſign of CHRIS T's Argument was to prove, that 
| Moſes had ſhewed the Dead were to be raiſed, wherein lies the Con- 
cluſiveneſs of it? To be the Gop or Elahim of Abraham, Iſaac, 
and Jacob, it was before proved was to ſtand related to them under 
the Character of Redeemer, and particularly to be under a Co- 
venant to redeem them from Sin and Death: For Redemption 
could not regard fallen Man in any other Reſpect than as a Sinner, 
and as liable to the Puniſhment of Sin. Now it was impoſſible 
that Gop, who had repreſented himſelf to them as under a Cove- 
nant, ſhould lie — And yet all theſe Patriarchs ſuffered Death, 


the Puniſhment of Sin; and whilſt their Bodies continued in the 


Grave, they had not received the Benefit of Gop's being under 
ſuch a Covenant, becauſe by that Covenant Man was to be re- 


deemed from Sin and Death; but whilſt Death reigned over the 


Patriarchs, they had not received that Redemption ; and there- 
fore, ſince that Redemption was not effected and compleated in 
this World, of neceſſity there muſt be another World, in which 
their Bodies will be raifed to Life and Immortality . 

AND beſides, even when theſe Patriarchs were dead, Gop {till 
ſtood in that beneficent Relation to them, which the Word Elabim 
expreſſes — Now that beneficent Relation doth not reſpect Man- 
kind as dead, but as living — GOD is not the GOD of the Dead --- 
He is not the Elabim of thoſe who are to lie for ever under the 
Power of Death — He cannot be ſaid to ſtand in any beneficent 
Relation to them ; for a beneficent Relation regards them who are 
ſenſible of Gop ; but they cannot be ſenſible of it over whom 
Death reigneth for ever. The Living, the Living only are ſenſible 
of Good, and GOD is the GOD of the LIVING ; and yet, if the 


Patriarchs be dead for ever, he cannot be the Gop of the LIVING. 
Whilſt their Bodies continue in the Grave — they are dead : Bur 


he hath covenanted not to be the Gop of the Dead; their Bodies 


therefore muſt riſe from the Dead before he can fulfil the Goſpel- 


Covenant — He muſt raiſe them up unto a future Life, before he 
can be what his Name Elahim imports : For he cannot act up to, 


and compleat that beneficent Relation which he ſtands in to them, 
until their Bodies be raiſed from the Dead. Then ſhall they be of 


2 Th. Cartaurigbt, Harmonia Evang. Lug. 1647, p. 799. Ego ſum DEUS 


Abrahe, DEUS IJſaaci, & DEUS Jacobi. Non poteſt autem FaperaTtuys 


Dt us eſſe eorum qui Mortui non exiſtunt amplius ; eſt igitur VIVvoRUu, idque 


non Animabus modo, ſed, quia Deo omnia præſentia ſunt Corporibus ſuo "Tem- 
pore excitandis. || F. 1/tyrici Glof. in 4 Evang. Baſil 1570, p. 97. Eſſe PE ur 


 slicujus, tum Salvificam Opem Dei erga illum, 
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the Nomber of thoſe happy Living, who will g him indeed, 
when feeling the bleſſed Effects of that beneficent Relation, they 
ſhall have a | ConviRion from Senſe, which we now can have onl 
from Faith — That Gop is not the Gop of the Dead, but of the 
Living. _ 

CaurisT then, who is an infallible Interpreter of Moſes, aſſerts, 
that Moſes hath treated of the Reſurrection of the Dead — He 
brings an Argument from Mzſes to prove it — The Argument is 


E Gov ſays unto Moſes, that he was nevertheleſs the Elabim of 


Abraham, Iſaac, and Facob, though they were dead — being their 
Elabim even then, CHRIST declares, is a Proof that he ſtill ſtood 


in ſome beneficent Relation to them — But he could not ſtand in 


any beneficent Relation to thoſe who were dead for ever, becauſe 
he is not the Gop of the Dead; therefore that beneficent Relation 

regards them as LIVING, and they cannot be Livinc till raiſed 
from the Dead. Now all the Laws of Moſes are inforced upon 
this Sanction, Ze ſhall obey me, becauſe I Jenovan am your 
ELAHIM; and CHRISTH hath purpoſely demonſtrated, that the 
Reſurrection of the Dead is a Part of this Sanction, conſequently I 
infer from the infallible Interpretation of IExsus CHRIST — That 
the Obligation to obſerve EvERY Law, Rite, and Ceremony is in- 
forced under the Moſaic Diſpenſation, upon the Sanctions of FUTURE 


REWARPDS and PUNISHMENTS, 


AND though this Concluſion be drawn from the expreſs Meaning 
of Moſes's Wards, and that Meaning be confirmed by the n- 


anſwerable Authority of CHRIST, either of which would be abun- 


dantly ſufficient to evince what were the Moſaic Sanctions ; yet I 
ſhall add to them another Paſſage, wherein it is expreſly and lite. 
rally aſſerted, not only that future Rewards and Puniſhments were 
the e ee of the whole Law, but alſo that Go D had TAUGHT 
the Fetus, and they KN EW --- that his Laws were eſtabliſhed upon 
theſe Sanctions. And the Paſſage is this 
* FOR this Commandment, which I command thee this Day, it 
is not hidden from thee, neither 15 it far off : Sothat whatever be the 
Meaning of this Commandment, the Jes did underſtand it 


If it was NOT HIDDEN from, of neceſſity it muſt be &NowN unto 


them --- For not to hide is to diſcover, and to diſcover is to know. 
Now St. Paul, ſpeaking by the ſame Spirit which ſpake in Moſes, 
ſays, that this Commandment, the Meaning of which the Jews 
knew, treats of Juſtification by Faith in CHRIST. The Words 
themſelves indeed do clearly and fully deſcribe that Juſtification 3 
but ſince an infallible N hath N them, and 15 
hat 


——— 


hath declared that the Fews underſtood them in the Senſe thus ex- | 
plained, the Argument therefore will be equally concluſive, with- 
out particularly proving what is the Senſe of the Words from the 
Text itſelf: For the Jews did certainly underſtand them in the 
true Senſe, and St. Paul could not explain them in any other. 
And his Interpretation is this; J/ben Moles ſpeaketh on this wiſe, «Deut. 
concerning the Tuſtification which is of Faith, ſay not in thine Heart, xxx 12. 
who ſhall aſcend into Heaven? St. Paul ſays the Fews knew that || Rom. x. 
this meant, 4% bring CHRIST from above. And when Moſes ſays, 16 
Who fhall deſcend into the Deep, and bring the Word unto us, that we 
may hear it and do it ? The Apoltle declares the Fews knew that 
this meant, 7o bring up CHRIST again from the Dead, And when 
Moſes tells the Jews, the Word is nigh thee, even in thy Mouth and 
in thy Heart; the Apoſtle aſſerts they hereby underſtood, 7hat 
fame Word of Faith which he preached. St. Paul then hath informed 
us what the Jews underſtood --- they knew that CHRISTH was to 
come down from Heaven --- was to dic --- and RISE again from 
the DEAD —— and they alſo knew that Word of Faith which 
the Apoſtle preached, wiz. that if they ſhould confeſs with their 
Mouth the LORD JESU, and believe that GOD would raiſe him 
from the Dead, they ſhould be ſaved. Es „„ | 
ANp after Moſes hath thus revealed --- that Man is to be juſtified. 
by Faith in CHRIST, he proceeds to ſhew what was the Conſe- 
quence of his revealing this Doctrine; and it followed from thence, 
that he had thereby offered to, and ſet before, the believing Jetos 
the Means to an happy Immortality; and to the unbelicving. 
Death. ++ See. ſays he, I bave ſet before thee this Day LIVES HY IJ. 
and Good, and Death and Evil, The Word Lives, it was belore 
proved, was in its literal and primary Senſe expreſſive of a future 
Life and Immortality; and the Reaſon of the Thing here demon- 
ftrates, that this is the Senſe of the Word : For the Life which 
Moſes in this Text ſet before them, could not be a temporal one --- | 
it was ſuch a Life as ſhould flow from their being juſtified --- but 
by being accounted juſt and righteous in the Sight of Gop through 
the Merits of CHRIST, they could not thereupon be entitled to 
temporal Rewards. All the Bleſſings derived to Mankind from 
CnRISTr, are of a ſpiritual Nature; and Juſtification by him be- 
ing ſpiritual, cannot regard the preſent Life; for the preſent Life 
Was forfeited by Sin: And if Men were to be accounted juſt and 
righteous before Gop through the Merits of Chriſt, with reſpect 
to the preſent Life, then the preſent Life ought not to be taken 
away from them who are ſo juſtified, But Length of Days of 
. oun 
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found to be no Conſequence of Juſtification. We are all in a con- 


ſtant Succeſſion removed from off the Stage of the World; and 


how then can our Juſtification in any Senſe reſpect the preſent 
Life, ſince the Virtue flowing from it cannot be received till we 
have paſſed through the Grave and Gate of Death? It is evident 
then from the Reaſon of the Thing, as well as from the Meaning 
of the Words, that the Lives Moſes here ſet before the Jews, in- 


| cluded a future and immortal Life: For that is the Conſequence 
of Juſtification. And as the Senſe of the Text was xo HIDDEN 


Deut. xxx. 


16. 


from them, it follows, they knew they were to be juſtified before 
Gop through Faith in . in order to their obtaining an 
happy Immortality. 

AND that this Immortality was the Sanction upon which Moſes 
inforced Obedience to all his Laws, is evident from the following 
Verſe — * See, ſays he, I have ſet before thee this Day a future 
Life of Happineſs and Miſery ; in that I command thee to love the 


LORD thy GOD, to walk in his Ways, and to keep his Command- 


ments, and his Statutes, and his Fudgments. Now, under the Ex- 
preſſions --- of walking in the Ways of GOD . and keeping his Com- 
mandments, Statutes, and Judgments, are included all the Rites 


and Services of the Law: And by commanding the Fexws to keep 
theſe Rites and Services, Moyes ſays he had sET BETORE them a 


future Life of Happineſs and Miſery ; and if he commanded them 
to keep the Law, and to them who kept it he offered future Hap- 


pineſs, then this future Happineſs was propoſed to them as a Mo- 


tive to Obedience - and whatever was propoſed to them as a Mo- 


tive to obey the Law, was of neceſſity a Sanction to inforce that 


Obedience; becauſe, ſo far as it was a Motive, it obliged - and 
Obligation is what conſtitutes a Sanction, And therefore, as 


| Moſes had taught the Jes (in the Words before) that they were 


to be juſtified by Faith in CHRIS TH — and that an happy Immor- 


tality was the Conſequence of this Juſtification : So he here makes 
Obedience to the whole Law an abſolutely neceſſary Condition to 


attain that Immortality; and thereby he makes the Immortality, 


which was conſequent on Juſtification, the Sanction upon which he 
inforces Obedience, and of courſe he gives us further Reaſon to 
conclude — that the Obligation to obſerve EvERY Law, Rite, 


and Ceremony is inforced under the Moſaic Diſpenſation upon the 


Sanctions of FUTURE REWARDS and PUNISHMENTS. 


22 Bd. vii. 59. aſſerts that the Life Moſes mentions in this Verſe was an 


Immortal one. 
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THEsE indeed are but a ſmall Number of thoſe Texts from The Goſ- 
' whence this Concluſion might be ſupported ; but however, theſe P*-Cove- 


will be ſufficient at preſent, becauſe if a future State, and future . 


Rewards and Puniſhments be taught in thoſe now produced, then Old Teſta- 

the two Propoſitions at firſt laid down are fully juſtified ; and no- ment as in 

thing remains but to give a general View of the Subject, and to the New. 
ſhew how it ought to have been treated, and how it came to be 
miſunderſtood. And the Texts already and hereafter to be cited 
upon this Subject, will have their due Weight when it is obſerved 
--- that the Law by Moſes, and the Goſpel by CHRIST, are but 
two Parts of one and the /ame Diſpenſation --- the Goſpel- Covenant 
runs through and conſtitutes the Eſſence of both: For ſince the 
Fall of Adam that Covenant was the ſame to CHRIST, and from 
him it will be the ſame to the End of the World — There was never 
any other Name given among Men, whereby Sinners might be ſaved, 
but that of FESUS CHRIST. Now the Promiſes | 


annexed to the Goſpel-Covenant as /uch, were always 
the ſame; for that Covenant regarded Men as Sin- 


The Promiſes of that 


Covenant could not in 


2 : a Thi 
ners — It promiſed them Remiſſion of Sins — The e erh 1 — 
Benefit of having their Sins remitted, is not a tempo- and future. 

ral one — becauſe Sins are therefore remitted, that 
Sinners may eſcape the Puniſhment which was their Due; but 


under the Goſpel-Covenant, as ſuch, the Puniſhment due to Sin- 

ners is not inflicted in this World: For Remiſſion of Sins through 

a Mediator --- and the Divine Favour --- and a Title to Happi- 

neſs, are the Privileges of the Goſpel-Covenant ; and all theſe - 
| _ Privileges are of a ſpiritual Nature, and regard Sinners not merely 
| as living in this World, but as Candidates for another. And theſe 

Privileges of the Goſpel-Covenant are delivered by Mees in the 

Old Teſtament, as well as by CHRIST in the New: For both in 


the Old and New Teſtaments everlaſiing Life is of- 


fered to Sinners by Jesus CHRIST. Indeed this 
Goſpel-Covenant was adminiſtered in a different Man- 


ner before our Saviour came, from what it hath been 


ſince ; and it is for want of attending to what would 
of neceſſity follow from ſuch different Adminiſtration, 


that the End and Meaning of the Moſaic Law hath 
been fo greatly miſtaken : For if Men had well un- 


derſtood the Reaſons of that different Adminiſtration, 
they could never have fallen into theſe two dangerous 
Errors, which laid the Foundation of an Opinion, 


that Moſes had not treated of future Rewards and 


Puniſnments. And the 


Therefore in the Na 
ture of the Thing, ſpi- 


ritual and future Hap 


pineſs, and Miſery, mult 


be the Sanctions of the 
Moſaic Law. 


The two Errors con 


futed, which gave Rite 


to an Opinion, that the 
Promiſes of the Goſpel. 


Covenant were not al- 
ways the {ame. 
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1. . FinsT Error aroſe from miſtaking the End and Slenificancy 
| | of the Types — Now a Type | is an outward and viſi- 
1 The firſt Error aroſe ble Sign, inſtituted by Gop to repreſent ſome ſpiritual _ 
from nor regarding ihe Perſon or Object --- That the outward and vijible Sign 
Types and the Goſpel- 704 inſtituted to this End, is evident from hence, that 
Covenant. the Goſpel- Covenant was revealed upon the Fall, and 
the Types were inſtituted at the ſame Time, to create 
and preſerve Faith and Hopes in what was promiſed by that Co- 
venant. The Time of their Inſtitution appears from Abel's offer- 
1 ing Sacrifice; and the End of their Inſtitution from his offering 
through Faith in CHRIST. Now Faith in CHRIST being a Qua- 
lification for receiving the Benefits of the Goſpel- Covenant — and 
Sacrifice being the typical Rite by which Abel expreſſed that Faith 
--- This typical Rite therefore muſt have been inſtituted to this 
End, becauſe without ſuch Inſtitution it was contrary to all Prin- 
ciples of Reaſon, that there ſhould be any Connection between 
the Ideas of Fa1TH in CHRIST and SACRIFICE. This typical 
Rite then, which is the Sum and Subſtance of the Law, and which 
| with the ſacrificial Rites makes up a great Part of it, was inſti- 
= tuted upon the Fall along with the Goſpel-Covenant, And it ap- 
pears from this one Inſtance (to omit others) for what End the 
- Types were inſtituted. Now, if the End of inſtituting them was 
to preſerve Faith and Hopes i in what the Goſpel-Covenant pro- 
miſed, then they muſt have been /ignificant of what was promiſed 
Jo be able to preſerve Faith and Hopes is not the Attribute of 
an inſignificant Rite --- before it could be able to do this, it muſt 
| have ſpoke an intelligible Language: For when God revealed to 
fallen Man the Promiſe of Life and I mmortality, and inſtituted an 
outward Action to keep in mind what he had promiſed, certainly 
that Action was expreſſive of this Promiſe ; and what it expreſſed 
was as well underſtood by the Fews, who knew the Goſpel-Cove- 
nant, as it is by us: For the whole of this Covenant is ſpiritual; 
and Where- ever the Covenant was known, there it was alſo cer- 
tainly known that the Types were ſpiritual, becauſe the Covenant 
was always a ſure Key to decypher the Types. And why then 
might not a Sacrifice ſpeak the ſame Thing as intelligibly to a 
Few, as the Holy Communion doth to a Chriſtian? Since, though 
the one looked forward to what ſhould be done, and the other 
looks backward to what hath been done ; yet they both regard 
the ſame Part of the Goſpel- Covenant---the Death and Satisfaction 
of CHRISYT. 
Tris then was the End and Sinificancy of the Types --- The 
__ Goſpel- 
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 Goſpel-Covenant was revealed upon the Pall — and the Types 
were then inſtituted to the End that they might preſerve Faith and 
Hopes in what was promiſed by that Covenant — the Immortality 
which fallen Man had forfeited, was therein promiſed to be reſtored 
him through a Redeemer — and the infinite Wiſdom of Gop fo 
contrived the Types as they might in the moſt intelligible Manner 
(that material Objects can deſcribe ſpiritual) /ignify the Redeemer, 
and Immortality through him — and as this Goſpel-Covenant was 
always known to ſome Believers ; from hence therefore it is cer- 
tain, that at all times, from the firſt Inſtitution of the Types till 
their Completion by CHRIST, Believers underſtood the Types in 
a ſpiritual Senſe, and knew that they related to the Redeemer and 
Immortality. through him, which were promiſed by the Goſpel- 


Covenant. 


2. Anv from miſtaking the End and Significancy | 


of the Types, a ſecond Error took its Riſe, viz. 


That becauſe the Types could not o1vR, therefore 
<« they did not TEACH eternal Life; which Error 


hath been already exploded : For the Law was found- 
ed upon the Goſpel-Covenant, and the Types were 
inſtituted to teach Men what was promiſed through 


The ſecond Error, 
that becauſe the 'Types 
could not Grve, there- 
fore they did not teach 
eternal Life, aroſe from 
the firſt, viz. ſeparating 


the Types from the 


Goſpel-Covenant. 


him who was to fulfil that Covenant; ſo that, though _ 
the Types of themſelves could not ſave, yet the Goſpel-Covenant 
certainly could, on which they were founded, and to which they 
referred. But then, before Cyr 1sT came, the Salvation to which 
Men were entitled by that Covenant, muſt of neceſſity have been 
differently worded from what it is fince. Before he came there 


could be no Inſtitution which could actually give or confer eternal 


Life — It might indeed be offered and ſet before Men — And it 
was — The Types pointed at CHRIST, and through him to eter- 
nal Life — But then Cyr1sT was the Middle Term, and without 
him there could be no poſſible Connection between the TyPzs and 
ETERNAL LIE: Therefore, before Cyr1sT came, eternal Life 
could only be offered, ſet before, and promiſed to Mankind — 
To eirvex and to conrer LITE is the Attribute of our Redeemer 

L and when he came into the World, he aſſured his Diſciples and 
the Jews, that be came down from Heaven ta 61vEs eternal Life unto 
 theWorld. Of neceſſity then the Old Teſtament muſt be worded 
different from the New in this Reſpect. But nevertheleſs it will 
not follow, that becauſe eternal Life is now GIvEN us by 
CHRIST, therefore it was not PROMISED by Moſes: It will 
rather follow, that the New Teſtament being the Completion ot 
E the 


the Old, whatever! is lid BY the one, Was promiſed vx p xx the 
other. And as eternal Life was promiſed uu p ER the Law by 
the Goſpel- Covenant, then certainly that Promiſe was a ſufficient 
Sanction to inforce Obedience upon: For, before CHRIST had 
dane and ſuffered what was" foretold, the Happineſs promiſed 
chrough what he was to do arid | ſuffer, was then the ſtrongeſt Obli- 
gation to Obedience; and ſo far as it was an Obligation, it was 
alſo a Sanction to inforce that Obedience. Now the New Teſta- 
ment ist very expreſs, that eternal Life was promiſed through 
CHRIST under the -Law —:the Articles and the Homilies of our 
Church aſſert the ſame — and. Texts have been now / produced 
from "Mojes, wherein he ſecures Obedience to his Laws upon Mo- 
tives drawn from the Goſpel· Covenant, and ipforces jt upon the 


Sanctions of theſe Rewards and Puniſhments which that Covenant 
offered; andi therefore it can be no Objection to theſe Sanctions 
that eternal Life could: not be had B Y.the Law, ſince it was pro- 
miſed uvpER the Law; and upon that Promiſe of dee Life 
IP the Sanctions of the Mo 2 Diſpen/ation-are eftabliſhed: - + Fob 


FROM the Time of the Fall then there hath been n one Way 


8 open to Heaven, andthat was through CHRIST; and all Belieyters,) 


- - before and under the Law, hoped for Pardon of Sin and Salvation 


through him — In hopes of that Pardon and Salvation they ob- 
ſerved” the typical Services —. It was upon that Account they be- 


lieved and obeyed — And when GOD made Faith and Obedience 


abſohmely necefſary Conditions to attain theſe Ends, certainly he 


thereby/ made Pardon of Sin and Salvation the Sanctions upon 


which he inforced:Faich and Obedience. By the Goſpel- Covenant 


therefore from Adam to CHRIST, the divine Laws were eſtabliſned 
upon the Sanctions of future Rewards andi/Puniſhments, and they 


will betthei ſame from him to the End of the World: For the 
| Benefits of the Goſpel· COenant are ſuch, as will: induce all conſi-· 


* Hieb. ai 


Acts 
. 15. 
16. 


derate Nen to believe and obey in hopes of receiving them - 


* WWhilt: they go through ibis Vale of Naser ey "ap endure"the 
Croſs for the Foy that is ſet before them — ble theyrun their Courſe' 


they: will keep their Eyes fixed: un ibe Prize uf their \high'Calling — 


And they will follow the Example of the great Apoſtle, Vb, 
Wengs) there. was 0 be 4 Refurrettion of the. Dead, 'both'of "the uſt | 


and /Unjuſt) did for that Reaſon exerciſe bimſelf to. deep a Conſcience 


void 0 "Offence, both towards GOD wh RO Men, 1 257 
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